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though the reason for such a step must be extraordinary, and
almost always the choice had to stand the test of appeal to the
sword. But the characteristic of every important rule (politi-
cal* religious, or social) in India is that, whereas it is always
assumed in theory to be inflexible, it is nevertheless always
readily flexible in practice. And it seems probable that primo-
geniture as the rule in theory of the demise of tribal sove-
reignty has prevailed ever since the first successful leader
founded the State. If a Chief has no issue to his body, he
can of course adopt a son in his lifetime from one of the
founder's kin ; but he has usually very sound reasons against
giving some ambitious or impatient youth, or familj*, an
interest in his death.; and the same feeling has at the present
moment much to do with the constant default of legitimate
male issue from the marriages of the reigning Chief. In Lord
Canning's viceroyalty, the British Government formally recog-
nised the power of a childless Chief to adopt a successor. It
was supposed that this would be regarded as a most valuable
privilege, of which the. Chiefs would avail themselves eagerly;
but as a matter of fact they use it very seldom, leaving the
choice of the successor to be arranged after their death.
Thus a Chief too often dies childless, and then the successor
must be chosen from among the branches of the founder's
original stock, which are represented by the families aforesaid.
Here again the nearest in degree to the deceased has a prima
facie right, though one by no means indefeasible; for the
selection virtually lies, when there is any doubt at all, with the
heads of the great agnatic branch-families, subject to a sort of
wider appeal to the whole of the leading families of the clan.
It is true that when the Chief dies without an heir, either by
blood or adoption, the recognised form is that the widows shall
adopt; but the person to be adopted is usually settled in con-
cert among the widows and the leading families, and if the
widows adopt without the concurrence of the kinsfolk, there is
dissension, and a storm begins to gather. It has sometimes
happened that the chief widow has been instigated by a cabal
to adopt one whom the families do not desire for a ruler over
them, or whose legal claim seems inferior; thence comes a